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the leases that Interior withdrew in
2009 in Utah, things such as EPA inac-
tion, actually withdrawing a CWA per-
mit for the Spruce No. 1 mine in West
Virginia, the State Department sitting
on the permit issue in terms of the
Keystone XL pipeline project, the EPA
not issuing permits for Shell Oil oper-
ations in offshore Alaska. It would di-
rect action in all of those areas.

Fourth, it would properly limit time-
frames for environmental and judicial
review. It would not change any of
those review standards. It would only
change the law so that those reviews
could not go on ad infinitum. It would
streamline the process and properly
and reasonably limit those timeframes.

Fifth, it would block regulation of
CO, by administrative fiat. We will
have a vote soon on that issue. I am
hopeful it will be a majority vote in
favor of this opinion to block that reg-
ulation by administrative fiat that I
espouse. This is also included in the 3-
D bill.

Sixth, we would actually create an
alternative energy trust fund from 25
percent of the new revenue produced
from ANWR. It would capture 25 per-
cent of that brandnew revenue for al-
ternative energy development, re-
search, and production. That would be
positive as well.

This is the sort of domestic energy
focus we need. This is the movement
toward real energy security as well as
job creation and deficit reduction that
I would have hoped the President
would have at least hinted at at
Georgetown today. But he did not. His
speech was the same old same old, ex-
plicitly restating what he has been
doing for the last 2 years.

I urge all colleagues to join in this ef-
fort and to join in similar efforts.
Americans face tough times. It is not
being made any easier by the price at
the pump going up. Again, since Presi-
dent Obama took office, that price has
risen 96 percent, from $1.83 per gallon
to $3.60 per gallon, and there is no end
in sight. We need to access our own re-
sources. We need to put Americans to
work. We need to reduce our deficit
with that extra new revenue. We can do
it all by accessing U.S. domestic en-
ergy resources more fully, not putting
95 percent of those resources off limits,
off the table by either Presidential fiat
or congressional action.

I urge all of my colleagues to join us
in this effort, to join similar efforts to
give Americans real relief at the pump,
to increase our energy independence, to
lower the deficit, and to produce good
American jobs.

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant editor of the Daily Di-
gest proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MERKLEY). Without objection, it is so
ordered.
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Mr. REID. Mr. President, for the ben-
efit of all Senators, we have been try-
ing in the last 24 hours or more to work
our way through the amendments to
get to a vote on this most important
bill we are dealing with, the small busi-
ness innovation bill, a bill that has al-
ready created thousands of jobs around
the country. It is an extremely impor-
tant bill. We need to reauthorize this
bill. It is a very small amount of
money. It generates a lot of jobs. But
we have been stuck.

I think we have had a breakthrough
that we can at least, hopefully, work
toward conclusion of this extremely
difficult matter. I have spoken with
one Senator who had a concern about
an issue that has actually been held
up—it is a Republican amendment held
up by a Republican—not allowing us to
have a vote on it. I think we have
worked our way through that. Now the
floor staff is trying to come up with a
consent agreement that would work to-
ward having a vote develop the will of
the Senate on the 1099, the tax report-
ing requirement. Also, there are a
number of amendments people wish to
have votes on dealing with EPA stand-
ards. I think we are at a place where
we can perhaps set up some votes.

With the difficulty of all the things
we have today, including a briefing by
the Secretary of State, the Secretary
of Defense, and the Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs on Libya, I think realisti-
cally we will not have any votes this
afternoon. Tomorrow morning we have
the funeral in New York for Geraldine
Ferraro. We will work very hard to set
up a series of votes for tomorrow after-
noon. It could be a significant number
of votes. It could be 10 votes or so to-
morrow afternoon, and if it has to spill
over into Friday, we will have to do
that. At least I think we can get the
voting done tomorrow. With a little bit
of good fortune, we can work with the
few problems we still have outstanding
and move forward with Senator
LANDRIEU’s bill on which she and Sen-
ator SNOWE have worked hard.

I hope this let’s Senators know what
we are doing. Even though it seems
like nothing, there has been a lot of
work that has gone into this. It is fair
to say we will have no more votes
today, and we will try to get something
set up for tomorrow afternoon.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

—————

ENERGY SUBSIDIES

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, often
I come to the Senate floor to talk
about alternative energy. Most of the
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time it is about biofuels. Sometimes it
is about wind, because I am the author
of the wind energy tax credit. Some-
times it is to speak about it. Hardly
ever do I come to the floor to talk
about it in regard to the attempt to
amend a certain bill on the floor. I
come for that purpose now, and I come
to express my strong opposition to
amendment No. 220 filed at the desk by
Senator COBURN.

I don’t find any fault with the issue
Senator COBURN raises, only when it is
raised. I sense from some of his argu-
ments and press releases that it is
raised to bring up the issue of energy
and what energy should be subsidized
or not subsidized, or whether any en-
ergy ought to be subsidized, and also
maybe to point out some things that
are wrong with the Tax Code. I can’t
find any fault with any of those mo-
tives. I only find fault, let’s say, in the
sense that it is being brought up to
show that there are some things wrong
with the Tax Code and the Tax Code
ought to be reformed.

Yes, if anybody said the Tax Code
was a perfect piece of work, you might
think: Well, you have been in Wash-
ington too long or you don’t exercise
good judgment or you are not in the
real world. So I think it is perfectly le-
gitimate to bring up issues about the
Tax Code, but in the sense of reform of
the Tax Code, not as an isolated
amendment to some other bill, for the
simple reason that if you do that, with
the complexity of our Tax Code—re-
forming it in that way—every Senator
attempting to do that would be grow-
ing a long gray beard for the years it
would take to do it piecemeal. Hope-
fully, we can get it done sometime in
the context of tax reform and tax sim-
plification, or flat tax or fair tax, and
also with the corporation tax.

As to the motive for bringing up sub-
sidies for energy, it is a perfectly le-
gitimate subject to bring up, but it
ought to be brought up in the context
of a national energy policy. I believe
Senator COBURN is like me. He feels if
you are going to have a growing econ-
omy, you have to have a growth in the
use of energy, except for possible con-
servation. If you are going to do more
for more people, you are going to have
to have an increase in the use of en-
ergy. So it is in that vein that I state
my opposition to the Coburn amend-
ment.

Senator COBURN’s amendment would
raise the tax on domestic energy pro-
duction by repealing an incentive for
the use of homegrown renewable eth-
anol. I am astonished, given our cur-
rent situation, that there are some who
would prefer less domestic energy pro-
duction. With conflicts in the Middle
BEast and crude oil over $100 a barrel,
we should be on the same side.

I have always considered myself on
the same side as Senator COBURN on en-
ergy issues. We should all be on the
side of more domestically produced en-
ergy, and that would be nuclear, it
could be alternative energy, and it
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